My theory predicts that organized uprisings, which required a sustained underground effort to carry out, would also be concentrated in Eastern Poland. Furthermore, the comparison of the Minsk, Kraków, and Białystok ghettos suggests a direct linkage between the likelihood of uprising and the Zionists' leading role in the underground. The Zionists, trying to defend Jewish honor, generally preferred a suicidal but symbolic fight inside the ghetto; the communists did not put such an emphasis on Jewish identity and preferred smuggling people into the forests. Yet, in Kraków the Zionist underground was weak, unskilled, dependent on a partnership with the communists, and failed to rebel despite an explicit desire to do so. In Białystok, where the Zionists gained underground experience prior to the Nazi occupation, they not only rebelled inside the ghetto but managed to convince the communists to join the uprising.
I have collected data on more than one thousand ghettos established by the Nazis in Poland and the USSR-the main killing fields of the Holocaust. The number of uprisings in the ghettos is not high; yet the pattern (Table 1) is clear: Eastern Poland was indeed the epicenter of ghetto uprisings, and given the gargantuan differences in manpower and weapons between Jewish civilians and the German military, the fact that seven percent of the ghettos in that region openly rebelled is remarkable. No less remarkable is that the number of uprisings in Eastern Poland is almost seven times higher than in the rest of Poland. The absolute number of ghettos was similar in Eastern Poland and the rest of the country, and in 1939 the Polish territory was split almost equally between Germany and the USSR. The concentration of the Jewish population, however, was quite different in the two regions-slightly more than one million Jews in Eastern Poland versus two million in the rest of the country. Thus, the concentration of an ethnic group-which, according to the literature is an important driver of nationalist violence Poland was driven to a substantial extent by the two largest Jewish communities in the country, Warszawa (Warsaw) and Łódź, and remove them from the data, the concentration of Jews in Eastern Poland will still be lower than in the rest of the country. Zionist Organization Elections Returns dataset.
Jewish Ghettos Dataset
The Jewish Ghettos dataset includes data on 677 ghettos established by the Nazis in the territory of the pre-WWII Poland. The data include information on the ghetto population, dates of establishment and liquidation, whether the ghetto was enclosed by a physical barrier that prevented contacts with the outside world, pre-war census data on the Jewish community, and data on instances of rebellion. have survived the war, and the data are available mainly at the powiat (county) level. What mitigates this problem is the availability of data on ghetto populations, which can be used instead of census data (although the number of ghetto inhabitants fluctuated over time). This bias, however, is systematic and affects all the ghettos in the dataset.
Second, the census data are not without problems. The number of Jews in the census is underreported due to the wording of census questions, which were explicitly designed to artificially increase the reported number of ethnic Poles in the country. While it is hard to determine which, if any Jewish communities were more likely to be affected by this problem than others, the ghetto population data also mitigate the biased census data problem.
Polish National Elections Returns Dataset
The data in this dataset are based on the results of the 1928 Polish election, published in
Główny Urząd Statystyczny, Statystyka Wyborów do Sejmu i Senatu Odbytych w Dniu 4 i 11
Marca 1928 Roku (Warsaw, 1930 . The election results were published at the locality level;
hence, the electoral data correspond to the data on ghettos. Out of 677 Polish localities in which ghettos were established, I have electoral returns from 569. The results were not published for localities with less than 500 voters, and several ghettos were created in places that before the WWII were agricultural estates with no Jewish population. Figure 1 presents a typical excerpt from the election results data book.
The 1928 election was the last free (by the standards of the day) election held in pre-war Poland and offered the Jewish electorate a wide range of voting choices. They could vote for the pro-government BBWR party affiliated with the country's leader and founding father Józef Piłsudski, a popular figure among the Polish Jews; they also could vote for Jewish parties of various ideological stripes. While the communist party itself did not take part in the election, various pro-communist or proxy-communist parties did (Kopstein and Wittenberg 2003 Congresses electoral returns allow for an analysis of the number and ideological preferences of these people.
and 1939 Zionist Organization Elections Dataset
The ZO was established in 1897 as an umbrella organization for the Zionist movement that sought the creation of a Jewish homeland in Palestine. The ZO Congresses were held every two years, and the right to elect delegates was granted to every dues-paying member. Only Jews were allowed to join the ZO. A proportional representation voting system and party lists were 
Analysis
In this analysis I match the data on ghettos with electoral returns from places in which ghettos were established. The dependent dichotomous variable is Ghetto uprising, and I include in the model a number of explanatory and control variables, described in Table 2 .
Table 2 Here
To interpret the results I estimate the percentage change in odds. In other words, I estimate by how many percentage points the likelihood of uprising changes with a one unit or one standard deviation increase of a right-hand variable. 2 It should be noted that in this paper I focus on why and where the uprisings took place and do not analyze their timing. The reason is that there is no variation in the timing of uprisings-they were virtually always a last resort and took place during the final liquidation of the ghetto, real or perceived. The Jews had little to no impact on the timing of liquidation as the decision depended on German internal policies, goals, and holidays, such as Hitler's birthday. Therefore, after a decision to fight had been adopted, the exact date of the uprising was a function of German, not Jewish, actions. The results are reported in Table 3 .
Table 3 Here
The results of the statistical tests support my theory's observable implication. A one unit increase in the logged number of ZO members in a community is associated with more than a fivefold increase in the probability of uprising; the estimated effect of location in Eastern
Poland is associated with a 340% increase. The estimated effects of voting for the BNM and, interestingly, the communists are small but statistically significant and positive. Although the data are scant, it is possible that, like in the case of Białystok, the Jewish communists did join the Zionist-led underground in the uprising. It is also interesting to note that ghetto population and the percentage of Jews in the local community prior to the Holocaust are not statistically significant. As noted above, several studies of ethnically motivated violence put forward the concentration of groups and the "power in numbers" argument as an important explanatory
variable. An opposite perspective that builds on the Olsonian logic of collective action argues that the organization of violence is easier in smaller groups. An analysis of slave revolts on ships travelling the Middle Passage has found that revolts were more likely on smaller ships (Marcum and Skarbek 2014) . My analysis suggests that variables, other than sheer numbers and demographic structures explain the ghetto revolts. The enclosure of a ghetto by a fence or a wall-a good measure of the level of German oppression during the ghetto's existence and an impediment to acquisition of purely material resources and weapons, also has no statistically significant estimated effect. 
ZO Members
Number of ZO Members in the locality (logged)
BWLI
Number of BWLI supporters in the locality (logged)
Gen Zionists
Number of General Zionists supporters in the locality (logged)
Mizrahi
Number of Mizrahi supporters in the locality (logged) = 339; Pseudo R2= 0.344; Notes: p values in parentheses (*p < 0.1; **p < 0.05; ***p < 0.01). 
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